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HE DEBATE in the United Na- 

tions General Assembly has just 
ended. It gave a truthful picture of a 
rather obscure and complicated inter- 
national situation. The debate itself 
did not change this situation, but it 
brought out all those contradictory 
tendencies which have contributed to 
the situation with which we are con- 
fronted. Constructive statements were 
certainly rather stronger and more 
frequent than before, and even came 
from countries apparently belonging to 
’blocs’. However, nothing significant 
in the constructive sense resulted from 
this debate. 

We are left with the hope that the 
work of the Committees of the Ge- 
neral Assembly during discussions of 
concrete questions will be more fruit- 
ful, and that some constructive de- 
cisions will be able to move certain 
of these open problems — above all 
the question of limiting armaments — 


PUBLIC OPINIONS — PARLIAMENTS _ 


— GOVERNMENTS 


Dr. Ale’ BEBLER 


President of the Foreign-political Board in the Federal 
Peoples Assembly 


from the deadlock which they have 
reached. 


For, as all speakers in the general 
debate agreed, the international situa- 
tion has not essentially changed from 
the last meeting of the Assembly to 
this one, and if it is neither much less 
nor much more critical than it was a 
year ago, its trend is different from 
what is desirable. Not one of the bur- 
ning questions was resolved, not one 
new defensive more was made against 
the dangers of war, not one signifi- 
cant success was achieved in the di- 
rection of radical changes in the ge- 
neral atmosphere. All the latent dan- 
gers remain essentially unchanged. 
And the most obvious symptom of this 
state — the continuation of the arma- 
ments race — still exists. 


What can be done? What new sug- 
gestion can be made? And to whom 
should it be made? 


Speaking to the delegates of the 
governments and through them to the 
member-countries, Koéa Popovié ended 
his speech in the general debate by 
saying that the essential thing is to 


preserve and extend the use of metho- 


de of negotiation and understanding“ 
and that ,the United Nations is a 
specially suitable place for bringing 
points of view closer . together and 
reaching understanding“, which has 
been proved in practice. 


Whoever is sincerely devoted to the 
cause of peace and truly wishes to . 
make it more secure will agree with 
these words. But such an individual . 
must at the same time ask himself 
this question: ,What can I do to ma- 
ke the governments negotiate and 
understand each other?“ Whoever 
sincerely wants peace has, of course, 
always desired both negotiation and 
understanding, but apparently there 
have not been enough negotiations and 


: ‘trouble? 
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international conference of 
-Parliamentary Union, which 
lace in fie de bas This 


| are Sanaa 

‘t impression was made by ‘this 
mbly of direct representatives of 
e public opinion of such a large 
ee cof countries from East and 
Nest, highly-developed and underde- 
oped, including all the Great Po- 
rs (except China) and many former 
colonies? — 

The conference unanimously appro- 
ed some previously prepared pene 


¥ ment ot ere eon! intellectual co- 
: operation, a second urged increased 
aa economic aid to the insufficiently de- 
fl veloped countries (giving priority to 
# multilateral aid over bilateral), while 
Se the third and most important de- 


ips 2 
-- manded ,,the renewal of disarmament 


he talks, preferably within the framework 

ee of the United Nations, and that one 

"of the most immediate aims of these 

ita talks should be to ensure without de- 

lay the discontinuation of nucler ex- 
periments with proper international 
control”. 

These resolutions had been care- 
fully prepared in advance and this pre- 
paration especially included agreement 
between the representatives of the par- 
liaments of the Great Powers, above all 
onthe question of disarmament. When 

_ some delegates (for example we Yugo- 
slavs who, because of our elections, did 
not take part in these preparatory dis- 
cussions) wanted to discuss some parts 
of this most important resolution, they 

were warned by completely benevolent 
' colleagues (Scandinavians) that a com- 
promise had been reached with great 
difficulty on the existing text, and 
that any change might shake its in- 
ternal balance and thus jeopardise the 
agreement of one or another of the 
Great Powers... 
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On one question, which the We- 
stern majority thought very important 
— that of permanent international 
armed forces — agreement was not 
reached, so that the Western majority 
alone, against the votes of the Eastern 
»blok“ and some independent dele- 
gations (among them Yugoslavia), pas- 
sed a resolution which recommended 
the setting up of such forces. 
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* : te for the first’ time I. at- tions behaved as. delegates of ver 


fie the par : 


aed disse of chee Severriniene: . 
This had yet another result. The 


conference took place at the time of 


the most critical phase of this year’s 
crisis in the Near East. But the ma- 
jority resolved not to discuss this 
crisis, stating that such a discussion 
might cause difficulties to the go- 
vernments. a 

In a word, the parliamentarians did 
not consider themselves free to express 
the opinion of their voters. They con- 
sidered themselves, above all, repre- 
sentatives of their governments (or of 
their party leaders if not in the go- 
vernment but in opposition, though 
this was more rare). 

This behaviour and character of 
one Inter-Parliamentary conference 
indices thoughts about the mechanism: 
public opinion — parliaments — go- 
vernments, insofar as this mechanism 
influences international events. 

I am not now referring to the que- 
stion of democracy in general. | am 
not discussing how far some govern- 
ments faithfully reflect the free will 
of their people and how far they do 
not. I am not discussing how far pu- 
blic opinion in some countries is cor- 
rectly or incorrectly informed by the 
government or government information 
services on the essentials of the que- 
stions with which the government is 
confronted in foreign relations. These 
are, of course, extremely large pro- 
blems, but I have been referring to 
something different. 

I am referring to the fact that in 
the world today it is accepted as nor- 
mal, as inevitable, that the whole 
course of the foreign policy of coun- 
tries is left to their governments, and 
that perhaps this should not be so, 
and that if some things were changed 
it would probably be useful. 


The fact is that even the most de- 
mocratic governments in their rela- 
tions with other governments, that is 
to say countries, take up a certain 
line in their foreign policy, which they 
have usually prepared and discussed 
in a closed circle (with as much dis- 
cretion as possible, in order to make 
a greater eftect on the outside world). 

As a rule the government then pre- 
sents parliament anu public opinion 
with a fait accompli. So when the 


other governments react in a sim‘lar 
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"desired; but they can no 
ge. it. tal a 
In other words, cadaver is usual 


governments to release to their sal 
ments, and through them to public 
opinion, information about their fo- — 


reign policy after it has already been 
acted upon, putting forward for their 
approval measures they have already 
taken and contracts and agreements 


they have already signed. As far the 


government is trusted, and for as long 
as it is trusted, these reports are most 
frequently approved (of the great in- 
ternational acts only the agreement 
on EDC was not approved by the par- 
liament of one great country). 

Must it be so? To what extent and 
how could this practice be changed, 
with hope of better results in interna- 
tional relations? 

I don’t know. That is to say, I have 
no ready prescription. But that it is 
worth thinking and discussing along 
these lines I am deeply convinced. 

For this conviction there is a defi- 
nite argument — the trend of interna- 
tional relations, in the period after 
the Second World War, has apparently 
differed from the desires of the great 
majority of mankind. These desires 
have had no effect. They have re- 
mained just desires. 

From this central argument the lo- 
gical conclusion is reached that the 
consistently peaceloving and demo- 
cratic elements must assume the task 
of finding a means whereby public 
opinion, that is the wishes of the ma- 
jority, may gain more influence, so 
that public opinion can become more 
definite in its expression, and can 
express itself, not only about the past 
but also about the future decisions of 
its government, not only on the trend 
of the general foreign policy of the 
government, but also on concrete 
measures for future and definite stand- 
points at future conferences. 

An interesting attempt was made 
last year in West Germany, when the 
Social Democratic Party of that 
country started a campaign for a re- 
ferendum on arming the West Ger- 
man army with atomic weapons. The 
government, through its majority in 
parliament, prevented the referendum 
from being discussed, by the public. 
Obviously the government was not 
sure that the referendum would result 
in its favour. 
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ery constructive results on interna- 


most important by even without 
it, that is, by consulting the electoral 
body, then we would certainly assure 


this decisive change in international 


relations, which the public opinion of 
the world certainly desires. 


The French Referendum on the 
New Constitution 


L. ERVEN 


LTHOUGH its adoption was ex- 
pected, as the political situation and 
inter-party relations had come to such a 
pretty pass that no other possible solution 
could have been foreseen, the results of 


_the referendum on the new French Con- 


stitution constitute a mystery in a certain 
sense, Owing to the unexpectedly high 
percentage of favourable votes. One may 
well ponder the real meaning of such a 
broad enlistment of voters in a country 
where political differentiation, social con- 
tradictions and party division represented 
the dominant features of a prolonged po- 
litical crisis which finally culminated in 
Algeria on May 13. What are the pros- 
pects as regards the stability of the new 
constitutional system voted for by so 
heterogenous a majority which is very 
unlikely to remain united when the practi- 
cal implementation of the constitution be- 
gins? What did the French voters, belon- 
ging to various political parties and dif- 
ferent programmes with different con- 
victions and divided by different interest 
wish and hope for when casting the com- 
mon vote? Does the vast share of posi- 
tive votes which rallied different tenden- 
cies testify to the strength or weakness 
of the constitution? 


A lot of time will pass before it be- 
comes possible to discern the real effects 
of the new constitutional system which 
was adopted by three fourths of the 
electorate, and gauge the objective mean- 
ing of the referendum in the political hi- 
story of France. The referendum doubtless 
marks a date in that history, but its si- 
gnificance will only be determined by 
the subsequent development of political 
relations and constitutional institutions of 
the new system. 


The development of events and politi- 
cal relations in France during the past 
few years, and especially since the so- 
called ,,generals’ rebellion“ in Algeria and 
the advent of De Gaulle, as well as the 


motives which resulted in the adoption 
of the De Gaulle solution by the majo- 
rity of the existing political parties which 
had little reason to doubt De Gaulle opi- 
nions as far as they were concerned, and 
the reasons why they urged their voters 
to vote in favour of the new constitution, 
indicate that the dissatisfaction with the 
pelitical institutions and experiences of 
the IV Republic was one of the decisive 
factors in the determination of voters in 
this referendum. The vast majority of the 
French people, as confirmed by the vote, 
were firmly convinced that under the old 
regime France would be unable to emerge 
from the crises it is struggling with for 
more than a decade. 


The immediate cause for the beginning 
of a constitutional crisis in France was 
provided by the rebellion of the generals 
in Algeria which was called forth by the 
dissatisfaction of the French military cir- 
cles, especially those in Algeria and the 
French colons, with the unsuccessful and 
in their opinion unreasonably vacillating 
policy of the French government and its 
failure to suppress the revolt in Algeria 
and introduce law and order. In this res- 
pect, both the generals and colons expres- 
sed the mood of one part of French public 
opinion also in the metropolis, especially 
those which are under the influence of the 
right-wing French parties. Hence the ri- 
sing in Algeria met with a substantial 
support also in France itself, notwithstand- 
ing the danger it implied to the demo- 
cratic regime in the country. 


All these circles, which paved the way 
for the events of May 13 or which adopted 
them immediately, demanded the complete 
and unconditional integration of Algeria 
and were intolerant of every attempt made 
by the individual French Governmeiits, 
under foreign pressure or otherwise, to 
mitigate the severe methods of military 
administration in Algeria. The conviction 
prevailed that the reason for the inability 
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" ments, and in view of the general political 


of the French political system and methe 
of bourgeois government, party - tol 
and discord, shortsightedness_ and s 
rivalry, the absence of authority y 

a firm hand. The Algerian coup si 
this incompetent apparatus: in Als 


tropolis, demanding hse power in Fra 
be handed over to a non-partisan 

authoritative personality. They claimed 
have found such a person in General Ps 
Gaulle. 
Within the framework of such acon 


crisis which continued latently and in ron 
which the forming even of short lived 
parliamentary governments became increas- Sr 
ingly difficult, the Algerian problem was 
no longer contemplated as an isolated phe- : 
nomenon, and receded to the background, — i 
while the problem of a general constitu- 
tional reform emerged to the foregound. 
This was largely enhanced by the fact 
that the man to whom they appealed to _ 
resolve the crisis and in whom authority 
was vested by force of circumstance con- — 
templated the French problem as a mat- _ 
ter of a general constitutional reform and — 
thorough reorientation of ‘the very foun- 
dations of public administration, thus con- __ 
sidering the problem of Algeria as a mere 
consequence of the general organization — 
and methods of political authority in 
France. er 

In the atmosphere created by the coup — 
in Algeria and which culminated in the 
revolt against the breakdown of Algerian 
policy, the. disappointment in the instituti- 
ons of the IV Republic and by the fear of 
a military dictatorship, General de Gaulle 
appeared as a saviour, to whom one side 
appealed to save French Algeria from the 
politicians and the other to save the Re- 
public from civil war. De Gaulle respon- 
ded to this appeal, but conditioned his 
consent to the adoption of his constitutio- 
nal reform from whose preparation all the 
French parties were debarred both as re- 
gards its political substance and legi- 
slative technique. His constitutional te- 
form marked the abolishment of the IV 
Republic and the creation of the V Re- 
public with the broadened authority of 
the President and executive authority and 
the limitation of the People’s Assembly 
and parliametary mechanism. 


There seems to be little doubt that the 
referendum actually meant voting againts 
the IV Republic. According to many re- 
liable sources, both the partisans and ad- 
versaries of the new constitution seem to 
have been agreed on that point. It is 
less certain that it also marked a vote 
for the V Republic and its organization 
such as conceived by the new constitu- 
tion, as vastly differing views were mani- 
fested in this respect. It was noted du- 
ring the campaign before the referendum 


itical oe their een Pol the beens 
the constitutional system proposed. It 


_ The passing 4 the new constitution 


y was to a large and probably also a de- 
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” cisive extent the result of the dissatis- 
ton caused among the people by the 


post-war political crisis in France, the im- 
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Fslece created by the coup in Algeria the 
- great authority of General De Gaulle and 
the confidence he enjoys on the other. 
However, during the subsequent imple- 
‘mentation of this constitution, perhaps at 
_ the November elections already many other 
objective and subjective factors whose con- 
tradictions it was impossible to do away 
with by the September will come to light. 
Tt is only in the struggle with these con- 
tradictions, when the lofty phrases, so- 
lemn statements and noble promises give 


: way to factors of a lowlier category but 


of a stronger impact which characterize 
the routine political struggle, that the rea- 
lism and political farsightedness of the 
new authors of the constitution will un- 
dergo an acid test and the strength of 
the constitutional mechanism conceived by 
De Gaulle in his political retreat for the 
overcoming of all the negative traditions 
engendered by the barren French parlia- 
.mentarism, and for the establishment of a 
new system of authority and party ‘mo- 
rals, French patriotism, the power and 
authority of the state, and its relations 
with the other peoples of the French 
Union will be tried. It is only in this 
struggle that the actual balance of po- 
wer in the body of electors which united 
in their positive answer at the referendum 
will be revealed and the true desires of 
the voters disclosed. 


The constitution introduced new me- 
thods in the exercise of political autho- 
rity and established new relations between 
the exponents, of this authority. The Con- 
stitution will bring to life, under old 
labels, or in a new version, the reorgani- 
zed or associated previous political orga- 
nizations, leaders and parties which de- 
veloped and learned the art of politics in 
the parliamentary traditions of the IV 
Republic. They have not been eliminated 
by the referendum nor does it provide 
for their rebirth or change. Will the new 
constitution with the new methods of 
government infuse their mutual relations 
with a new spirit? In other words, will 
the constitutional reform also mark a po- 
litical rebirth just as the authors of the 
new constitution pin exaggerated hopes in 
the force of the legal mechanism. 


French public opinion is primarily intere- 
sted to see how the constitutional reform 
in France will develop and what effect 
it will have on the political life of the 
country. The enactment of a constitution 


"international positions of Fran 
role in world policy which doubtless de- 


pends on the quality and stability of its 
internal system. It is precisely on the 


velopment of its foreign policy during the 
IV Republic that the link between these 
two different categories of which one is 
the internal affair of every people while 
the other is a matter of broader interna- 
tional interest may be clearly discerned. 

However, the French constitution also 
contains a point which is not so purely an 
internal affair as the organization of a 
government in the metropolis. This refers 
to that part of the constitution which per- 


“tains to the French overseas possessions 


in which a system of colonial administra- 
tion or various forms of administrative 
autonomy were practised. These are not 
French national territories although they 
form part of the French state, as they 
are inhabited by other races and nationa- 
lities, thus investing the French consti-~ 
tutional reform with an _ international 
aspect which cannot be done away with 
by a simplified formula of internal ju- 
risdication. 

The French government applied to these 
territories the principle of the referendum 
which on the whole yielded results simi- 
lar to those in the metropolis. The ma- 
jority of the people inhabiting these ter- 
ritories adopted the constitutional reform 
thus declaring themselves in favour of 
a union with France in one of the forms 
forseen by the constitution which will 
subsequently be defined in detail. These 
are mostly territories in which the aspi- 
rations of the people towards indepen- 
dence have not yet been manifested or 
organized to a sufficient degree and whose 
efforts aimed so far at the improvement 
of the internal administration or the at- 
tainment of a higher level of home rule 
within the framework of the French 
Union. The level of political development 
and the confidence shown in the perso- 
nality of De Gaulle played a significant 
role in the determination of the popula- 
tion of these territories. The definite 
form of the new community of France and 
these territories, its equality and stabi- 
lity will depend not on the percent of 
votes cast at the referendum, but on the 
way the metropolis fulfills the promises 
given by the new constitution with regard 
to these territories. 


There are two exceptions, however, of 
which one is particularly complicated. In 
the first place the exception of Guinea 
whose population declared itself against 
a community with France. The French Go- 
vernment agreed easily to this exeption 
and filfilled its promise to recognize the 
independence of territories which declare 
themselves against the new constitution. 
Needless to say, this readiness to respect 
the will of the people will have to be 
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French example, following the line of de-— 


-aebos of sponser ey cooperation. — 

However the second exception, namely — 
that of Algeria presents a far more dif- 
ficult and complex problem. The mystery — 
of the Algerian referendum is still deeper 
than that of the metropolis as the result 
of the referendum does not coincide with 
the generally known facts confirmed by 
the prolonged struggle of the Algerian 
people for independence. The fact that 
this struggle is not the concern of a single 
insurgent group whose actions some wish 
to represent as more or less isolated from 
the rest of the loyal population is proved 
by the vast scope of this struggle, its per- 
sistence and perseverance which would be 
impossible without popular support and 
participation. The referendum does not 
contain a single indication of such a state 
of affairs among the Algerian people, 
however. In terms of percents it shows an 

even greater unity than among the French- 

men of the metropolis. It is here that its 

weakness and mistakes of its organizers 

lie. 

It is generally considered abroad, and 
this view has-a fairly wide following in 
France too, that instead of simplifying it 
the referendum in Algeria complicated 
the issue still further, by becoming a fresh 
source of contention among the parties 
comcerned owing to the clash between 
the formal force of the referendum and 
the actual force of the Algerian indepen- 
dence movement, as each side will strive 
to draw fresh proofs for its pretensions 
and arguments for its action. Such an 
effect of the referendum is already sub- 
stantiated by the conclusion that Algeria 
voted for integration and that now only 
the most favourable forms of integration 
remain to be found, while the other side 
is intensifying the struggle for indepen- 
dence by the establishment of a temporary 
Algerian government as a protagonist of 
that struggle and those aspirations of the 
Algerian peoples to which the organiza- 
tion of the referendum did not give full 
scope. 

Algeria is in several ways an exception 
to this general scheme of public consulta- 
tion aud must be taken in account in the 
assessment of the referendum and its si- 
gnificance. It is primarily waging a bitter 
and prolonged armed struggle whose exi- 
stence cannot be denied and under such 
conditions, the process of voting, unilate- 
tally organized by the French apparatus 
to suspicions as regards its objectivity. 
Before and during the referendum Algeria 
was accorded special treatment other than 
that reserved for other territories. The 
very formula and the whole procedure of 
the referendum were applied in a special 
manner in the presence of the big French 
military forces which organized the vote. 


the pega of integration 


A FOREDOOMED VENTURE 


— The Attempt To Discredit the Yugoslav Attitude Towards fe ee: ee: 


HERE is a deep truth concerning 

the policy of socialist Yugoslavia 
which many are often vainly trying to 
distort or deny, namely that the Yugo- 
slav concept as regards the road to peace 
reflect the genuine needs of the present 
times and the wishes of the overwhelming 
majority of mankind. It is no less true 
that the Yugoslav attitudes on various 
international problems always remain firm- 
ly linked to the fundamental principles 
of independence and active international 
cooperation based on equal rights. In 
contemporary Yugoslav policy, these prin- 
ciples are no tmerely ligh-sounding phra- 
ses. They are manifested in the everyday 
political practice of the Yugoslav relations 
with many countries and also the resolute 
Yugoslav opposition to every attempt te 
violate these principles, irrespectively 
whether this country or others are con- 
cerned. 


Such a Yugoslav policy has acquired an 
immense reputation abroad. Needless -to 
say, this policy and prestige cannot suit 
various old and new, conscious and pro- 
tagonists. of power politics. And as they 
consider that the power blocs represent 
a decisive factor in international and so- 
cial developments, their attacks on Yu- 
goslavia mainly consist of two elements: 
first the negation pure and simple of all 
that is positive in Yugoslavia and its po- 
licy by the most brutal slanders, and se- 
cond the arbitrary transfer of Yugoslavia 
from one bloc to the other, although 
this country never belonged to either, nor 
will ever do so. 

After the frequent and irrevocable alle- 


gations of Stalin that Yugoslavia has be- 
come part of the West, and the no less 


eonisttute ‘the ae ; 


if an exaggerated and unreal Halts 


the Arab Peoples — 


Dragan STOJILJKOVIC 


numerous assertions by the Western ex- 
perts that Yugoslavia has joined the 
eastern bloc, the present campaign waged 
against the so-called ,,Yugoslav revisio- 
nism“ namely against Yugoslav inde- 
pendence which this country refused to 
sacrifice on behalf of the so-called ,,high- 
er interests“, hence in a struggle waged 
for definite and not in the least ideolo- 
gical aims — Yugoslavia is again ,,trans- 
ferred“ to the West and great publicity 
is being assigned to ,the alliance of the 
Yugoslay revisionists with the imperialists“ 
while the Yugoslav policy is defined as 
the ,right hand“ of imperialism etc. 


This entire campaign which is orga- 
nized on a vast scale and whose essence 
and aims are no secret has given rise 
to many negative phenomena such as 
the attempt to represent Yugoslavia as 
the ,,Troyan horse“ of imperialism in the 
non-aligned countries and thus compro- 
mise and isolate it. Nonetheless the over- 


all anti-Yugoslav campaign has by far’ 


failed to kindle the response expected and 
desired among the masses in the East 
European countries. The prime objective 
of this attempt is to explain the allegedly 
subversive” and ,hypocritical* role of 
Yugoslavia in the Arab countries in which 
it enjoys a great prestige and with which, 
irrespective of the different political and 
social systems, it is linked by kindred 
and similar views on a series of crucial 
international issues, the common struggle 
for peace and independence, excellent 
friendly relations and cooperation based 
on complete equality of rights, etc. 


There are also certain internal reasons 
and motives underlying such an action. 
The slanderous and hostile campaign laun- 
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the Algerian issue ‘nor ¢ change its assence : 
or international aspect. On the contrary, 


Nes we 
netheless prove inevieable 
lure experienced on all th by 
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ched against Yugoslavia by the leaders of au 


the Soviet Union, China and the East 


European countries, is encountering the re- 


sistance of those peoples and states which — 
in their relations with Yugoslavia did not 


(and naturally could not) have had eg : 


slightest occasion to notice any of the 
negative things it is accused of. And 
what happens then? Instead of compro- 
mising Yugoslavia by this campaign,’ its 
protagonists are compromized in those co- 
untries. Therefore, apart from continuing 
the general efforts to isolate and increase 
the pressure on Yugoslavia, it is endea- 
voured to persuade the Arab countries 
that Yugoslavia is in ,,imperialist service” 
and that it consequently represents a 
threat to the anti-colonialist and anti- 
imperialist aspirations of the Arab peoples. 


The manifestation of such tedencies in 
the present day anti-Yugoslavy campaign 
actually dates from the Congress of the 
Bulgarian Communist Party which was 
rather an anti-Yugoslav meeting than a 
Bulgarian congress. In his ,word of 
greeting“ to the Congress, Khaled Bagdash 
the Secretary General of the Communist 
Party of Syria and the Lebanon stressed 
that ,one should put an end once for all 
to the subversive activities of the Yugoslav 
revisionists in the Arab East“. (Khaled 
Bagdash is a former member of the Sy- 
rian Parliament who left his country on 
the day when this Parliament, with the 
exception of one absent member i. e. 
Bagdash, voted unanimously for the esta- 
blishment of a union between Syria and 
Egypt, and who never returned to his in- 
dependent country). 


This thesis was subsequently adopted 
by the Chinese press, while the papers of 
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ted“ in various forms, 


"Txpelled itself from the. camp" 
if one may ask had it ever 
member?) and which is dominated 
eois nationalists and revisionists, 
ing in common with the anti- 
st countries of Asia and Africa 
their contribution to peace. These 
ations were further embroidered“ 
naturally remained without any effect 
hatever. ; 

The whole matter was recently revived 
< again taken to the initial thesis of Bag- 
greater Bulgarian territorial pretensions 
to Yugoslavia which appear as concrete 


forms of bloc pressure and narrow bu- 


_ reacratic policy — the anti- Yugoslav cam- 
 paign inevitably disproved and laid bare 
the affirmation on the existence of a mere 


ideological dispute — so that recourse was 
again taken to the initial thesis of Bag- 


dash, this time in a streamlined version. 


Namely by means of calculated slanders 


and distortions of the Yugoslav policy to- 
wards the national minorities, primarily 
towards the Shqiptar moslem minority in 
the region of Kosovo-Metohia, Yugoslavia 
‘is portrayed as an ,,oppressor“ of minorities 
on the one hand, while professedly ,,as- 


sisting“ the struggle of the Arab countries 
‘for national independence on the other, 


and the Arab world is warned to be- 
ware of Yugoslav ,,hypocrisy“. These arbi- 
trary fabrications are further enriched by 
the assertion that Yugoslavia is posing as 
a friend of the Moslem countries, while, 
in the words of Bagdash, practically di- 
viding the Arab countries from their only 
friend and driving them into the arms 
of their mortal enemies the imperialists, 
whom the Yugoslav policy is essentially 
serving. The Albanian paper ,,Zeri i po- 
pulit“ devoted a long article to the so- 
called harmful activities of the Yugoslav 
»tevisionists in the Middle East“ which 
was then reprinted in the other papers 
taking part in the campaign. 

Nobody would dream of arguing the 
absurdity of these theses, as they are pre- 
posterous enough. We will only deal with 
the revival of the earlier statement by 
Bagdash namely the attempt to present 
it as a source material on the real re- 
lationship between the Arab countries and 
Yugoslavia. 

What are these relations like, and is 
there anything true in Bagdash’s picture 

of these relations? 

The policy of one country towards 
another, their mutual relations and the 
nature of these relations can only be as- 
sessed and judged by facts. It is in this 
respect precisely, that the anti-Yugoslay 
campaign is sadly lacking, And these 
facts, (at present already historical facts 
on Yugoslav Arab relations) clearly indi- 
cate that Yugoslavia always indorsed the 
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geographical distance, nor the difference of social system, nor the specific nature ‘OF .s 
_ internal and foreign political problems can constitute an obstacle to the increasingly 


resulted in such a rapprochement between Yugoslavia and Indonesia, 


fruitful development of their mutual relations. At the present moment, when even 


differences of opinion are often a pretext for the most flagrant discrimination and 
pressure, the example of Yugoslavia and Indonesia reveals the manifold possibilities — 


afforded by the policy of the non-aligned countries for the promotion of international 
cooperation and the strengthening of world peace. . 


Indonesia has all the characteristic features of countries which succeeded in 


becoming co-equal and active members of the international community only during 
the post war period, The historical interval that divides the one time Dutch West 
Indies from contemporary Indonesia is marked by the persistent protracted endeavours 
of the peoples of this country to free themselves from colonial slavery and accomplish 


the ideal of independence. When the struggle of the Indonesians was crowned by — 


success, the young Asian republic was confronted by many administrative, economic 
and political difficulties: The colonisers departed but many consequences of the co- 
lonialist policy remained, In their plans for the rehabilitation and development of the 
country, the Indonesian leaders headed by President Sukarno based their plans for 
the development and advancement of the country on the thesis that this aim can only 
be accomplished by the unification of all national forces and that a concerted effort 
is necessary to strengthen the new authority and consolidate the economic situation 
in the country. Party dissensions, separatist tendencies and foreign interference in 
the internal affairs of Indonesia constituted a serious obstacle’ on this road. However 
much internal discord may have assumed the form of violent conflicts and even at 
certain moment (owing to foreign interference) brought the country to the serge of 
civil war, the young Indonesian Republic had sufficient force to overcome all these 
crises and show both its internal and external enemies that it embodies the aspirations 
and interests of a people which considers unity the fundamental condition of its 
prosperity. 


This is all the more significant as Indonesia assumed an independent position 
on the international scene from the very beginning and became a consistent advocate 
of the policy of non-aligument. The principles of coexistence, which are characteristic 
for the policy of the independent Asian countries, have also found ample scope in 
the foreign policy of Indonesia. It is also far frowe incidental, that the well known 
Afro-Asian conference at which the policy of active coexistence received its inter- 
national confirmation was held precisely in the Indonesian city of Bandung. 


Such an Indonesia has found a friend in Yugoslavia which passed through 
similar stages in the struggle for freedom and the preservation of its independence, 
resolutely opposing — both in the past and present — all attempts at interference in 
its internal affairs. If this cardinal resemblance constitutes the source of mutual 
understanding and solidarity, the policy of acti coexistence to which both countries 
are fully devoted, represents the platform for fruitful cooperation on all problems 
that concern mutual relations and world peace. This cooperation is developing extre- 
mely well also in the United Nations, while the prospects for a broader development 
of economic and other bilateral relations are improving steadily. The support Yugo- 
slavs extended and will continue to extend to Indonesia in its justified claims towards 
Western Irian (New Guinea), the resolute attitude adopted by Yugoslavia in denoun- 
cing the recent interference in the internal affairs of Indonesia and the other expres- 


sions of friendship and solidarity met with an appropriate understanding for Yugo- 
slav problems in Indonesia. 


Contemplated from this aspect the visit of Premier Juanda, an eminent asso- 
ciate of President Sukarno — is a constructive political event for our country, 
ficant not only for the further extension of bilateral ties, 
vours of the peaceloving forces in the world. It is a sequel 
established during the visit of President Sukarno to Yugo 
manovic to Indonesia, The exchange of views between Premier Juanda and the Yugo- 
slav statesmen which will cover broad range of major international problems for 


which the non-aligned two countries in a divided world are naturally concerned will 
certainly contribute to the strengthening of 


the pursuit of the policy of active: coexistence. 
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signi- 
but for the general endea- 
to the significant contacts 
slavia and Svetozar Vuk- 


a 


mutual efforts to develop cooperation and 


+ 
’ 
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3aghdad Pact, the denunciation of 
pressure exerted against Syria are all 
| known. In many aspects of its. re- 
ons with the Arab countries Yugosla- 
provided ,and is continuing to provide 
4 example of co-equal treatment and a 
true, mutually beneficial partnership, thus 
_ enabling the Arab countries to gain clear- 
er insight into the relationship of other 
_ countries towards them. When a serious 
_ crisis marked by Anglo-American military 
_ imtervention in the Lebanon and Jordan, 
_ tecently broke out in the Middle East Yu- 
_ goslavia denounced this intervention in the 
most severe terms as an arbitrary and 
impermissible interference in the internal 
affairs of the Arab countries and was the 
first to propose the convocation of the 
U. N. General Assembly to a special ses- 
sion, which was also held subsequently 
and successfully concluded by the adoption 
of ithe Arab resolution and demand for 
the withdrawal of foreign troops. Even on 
¥ : : a 
___ that occasion when the official statement 
_- of the Yugoslav Government in connection 
with the intervention in the Lebanon and 
Jordan made a deep impression.on world 
_ public opinion and especially in the Arab 
countries, these statements were eithér 
ignored or distorted by the anti- Yugoslav 
campaign. Thus for example the Chinese 
i press, while ingoring the Yugoslav demand 
for the withdrawal of US troops from the 
Lebanon affirmed at length that Yugoslavia, 
it is true, indorsed“ the demand for the 
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| withdrawal of the 
Lebanon“, thus _,,irr 
- links with the imperialists“. - 


In the United Nations Yugoslavia was 


always a consistent fighter for the just 


claims of the Arab countries, or any other 
nation for that matter. (The fact that 
China is currently diffusing absolutely 
unprincipled and slanderous accusations 
against Yugoslavia has not in the least 
influenced the Yugoslav support to the 
just demand for the admission of China 
to the United Nations). In this context, 
the Yugoslav support to, the Bandung 
principles, the Brioni declaration, the com- 
mon orientation towards.a non-aligned 
policy, the policy of active coexistence 
etc., should also be mentioned. 

It is entirely matural that such a Yu- 
goslav policy should be esteemed and ap- 
preciated in the Arab countries, and that 
the malevolent slanderous accusations re- 


main without effect while bringing the . 


accusers into an awkward position. Pre- 


sident Nasser and many other Arab lea- — 


ders have expressed and are continuing 
to express their confidence in Yugoslavia 
which confirmed its support to the struggle 
of the Arab peoples against imperialism on 
so many concrete occasions. This trust 
is also obviously manifested in frequent 
contacts, exchange of opinions and joint 
statements on the measures for the further 
strengthening and development of Yugo- 
slav-Arab cooperation. The depth and sta- 
bility. of the relations between the Arab 
world and Yugoslavia is also testified by 
the fact that after the overthrow of the 
pro-western regime of Nuri Said in Iraq, 


stra 


as the entire anti-Yugoslav campaign 


de agreement with fugoslavia. — 


bed 


Consequently the message of Bagdash 


to the Bulgarian Congress, its ,,elal 
‘ iF etierpeth . we a : 
tion“ in the anti-Yugoslav camp: 
its recent revival in connection — 


nia, is but an attempt at corroboratin 
(in the manner usually adopted by 


cusations against Yugoslav policy tow 
the Arab east, and represent such ,, 

mented“ accusations as the true relati 
of the Arab countries towards Yugoslavi: 
But this remains an attempt, which 


powerless to face the facts of Yugoslav 


policy. 


Because realism is indispensable in po- 
litics, where one most count with the | 
actual facts and not with vague fabri- 
‘cations and wishful thinking. If this cri- ay 
terion were applied to Yugoslavia, then 
the blunders of a policy which are later 
refuted as ,,errors“ and ,,injustices“ of a 


~ given person or method would be avoided. se 


And if the actual facts are deliberately 
ignored or distorted, and everything is 
subjected to the desire of adjusting the 
Yugoslav reality and policy to someones 
plans, namely ,higher interests“ one ine- 
vitably becomes involved in immoral acts — 
which cannot compromise anyone but 
their perpetrators; nonetheless such acts 
can cause immense harm to the interests 
of peace, socialism and the constructive 
solution of outstanding international pro- 
blems. 


PRESENT-DAY CONDITIONS OF YUGOSLAV 


S IS GENERALLY known, the post-war development of 

the Yugoslav economy was characterized by a speedy 

rise in industrial production and by almost permanent stagna~ 
tion in agriculture. Together with some other economic as 
well as non-economic factors, this led to the appearance of 
a significant deficit in the foreign trade balance of Yugoslavia. 
' In the first year after the liberation, ‘ 
when the war-damaged economy was being built up again, 
just when economic relations with other countries were gra- 
dually being formed and attempts were being made to exploit 
only the country’s own possibilities and to find more or less 
provisional solutions to many economic questions, fh} ‘ 
reign trade deficit had not reached a high level, for in the 
period up to 1948 exports grew more quickly than imports, 
and therefore the deficit in the foreign trade balance was re~ 1 


FOREIGN TRADE 


Dr. Velimir VASIC 
Professor of the Beograd Faculty of Law 


million dinars.1 


in the period 


this fo- 


latively low. For example, in 1946 exports exceeded imports 
by up to 4.027 million dinars. In 1947 a deficit of 715 million 
had already appeared, and in 1948 this had risen to 2.864 


Meanwhile, from 1949 onwards there was a speedy in- 
crease in imports with a simultaneous decline in exports. This 
was undoubtedly the result of all the wider investments made 
in order to fulfil the most important tasks of the first Five 
Year Plan for the industrialization and electrification of the 
country. The construction of large numbers of big industrial 
units, which were to take for many years, necessitated the 
import of expensive machines and basic necessities, besi- 
des raw materials etc. Owing to the heavy droughts of 1950 


SGJ 1958; p. 176. 


/ and 1952, and also to higher consumption in the country, 
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our traditional export in the agricultural sector declined to 
a great extent. Apart from this, the unilateral breaking of 


the comercial and economic agreements between the U.S.S.R. 


‘and other Eastern European countries and ‘Yugoslavia during 
1949, plus the systematic and lengthy economic blockade and 


the military and political pressure brought to bear by these 


countries on Yugoslavia, entailed immense difficulties in’ the 
field of foreign trade suddenly began to rise, and in 1949 was 
28,837 million dinars, in 1950 22,595, in 1951 16,917, in 
1952 7,474, in 1953 21,625, and so on. This deficit, with 
certain variations, has continued up to the present, and shows 
a continual tendency to increase. In 1957 it reached the figure 
of 44,003 million. We should point out that from 1951 on- 
‘wards we have not reckoned those imports which were re- 
ceived in the form of economic aid by Yugoslavia from the 
Western countries, and from 1956 onwards the imports from 
the agricultural surplus of the U.S.A. have not been counted 
either. If these imports were included, then the abovemen- 
tioned deficit would have been even greater, as the value of 
the imports in 1957, for example, would have reached 35,858 
million dinars.? 


If we make a general comparison of exports and imports 

“in the pre-war and post-war periods, we shall see that the 

extent of exports in all the post-war years is much lower than 

in an average pre-war five-year period (1935—1939), while, 

at the same time, from 1951 onwards the value of imports 

/ was greater than before the war, and that this shows a con- 

tinual and noticeable tendency to increase. For example, in 

1955 exports were less by about 29%/o and imports greater 

by about 32°%/o than the average exports and imports in the 
period from 1935 to 1939.3 


Viewed in general, as we have already said, the deficit 
in the foreign trade balance of Yugoslavia was caused (in 
addition to many non-economic factors) primarily by the sta- 
gnation of agricultural productivity and by the unfavourable 
structure of industrial output. 


The total agricultural production in the post-war period 
always lagged behind that of the ten year period before the 
war (1930—1939). Only in 1951, 1953 and 1955 was the 
ten-year pre-war average exceeded by 3 to 9%/o, and actually 
in 1957 the total agricultural production was 22°/o greater 
than in the period from 1930 to 1939.4 However, the produc- 
tion of cereals until 1956 was always below the average 
reached in the pre-war period. As the population has steadily 
increased since the war (Yugoslavia has today about 2,500,000 
more inhabitants than in 1939), and as consumption of food 
per head of population has risen, whereas production has, in 
general, stayed at the same level as before the war, it is 
obvious that in the past 6 to 7 years the import of food 
has continually increased, especially of cereals, sugar and 
fats. For example, food products made up 27,5%/o in 1955, 
31.8°/o in 1956 and 22.2%/o in 1957 of our total imports.5 


The industrial productivity of Yugoslavia in the post-war 
period has continually increased in contrast to her agricul- 
tural output, so that in 1955 it reached 242, in 1956 266, 
and in 1957 311°/o, in comparison. with the pre-war level 
(1939 = 100).6 This great increase in industrial productivity, 
however was not accompanied by a comparable increase in 
exports. Thus in 1955 exports of industrial products reached 
121°/o, while imports of industrial products reached 116°/o, 
in comparison with the level of exports and imports in 1939.7 
This is quite understandable if it is borne in mind that in- 
2 Idem, p. 176. 

3 Economic Institute of FPRY, Economy of FPRY in the 

Period 1947—1856, Beograd, 1957, p. 278. 

4 Proceedings of the Federal Executive Counsil for 1957, 
p. 150. 

Statistics of Foreign Trade of FPRY for 1957, p. 16. 
SGJ 1958, p. 139. 

Economy of FPRY in the Period 1947—1956, p. 279. 
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ustry had to satisfy first of all the very great internal de- 
mands, and then to import to a great extent reproductive — 
materials and those to maintain the existing economy, so that | 
it took longer than had been expected, to build up many 
industries and a considerable time was needed to reach the 
quality of products which would satisfy the requirements of 
foreign markets. Owing to all this, exports of industrial pro- 
ducts has not as yet been able to do much toward decreasing 
the deficit in our foreign trade balance. 

Besides the reasons given above, the uneven rise in price 
of imported and exported goods has a considerable influence 
on the appearance in the deficit in the trade balance and its 
continual increase. Thus, the prices of articles which Yugo- 
slavia has exported in the post-war period have risen less 


sharply than the prices of imported articles. 


Te total foreign trade of Yugoslavia in the period from 
1955 to 1957, regarded under separate headings, shows the 


following tendency:8 


E XP Oy Ri ies 
(Value in millions of dinars) 
TG bss, 269 556 LOS 27 
x = a 
fe Cee ee 5 & 
S = ee 53 
> m > a > a 
Total 76,976 100 97,011 100 118,533 100 
Industry 53,783 69.9 65,524 67.6 83,926 70.8 
Agriculture 18,668 24.2 25,931 26.7 28,512 24.1 
Forestry 4,525 5.9 5,556 Ey | 6,095 50. 
TM PaO ales 
Total 132,288 100 142,243 100 198,394 100 
Industry 93,965 71.1 96,193 67.7 153,019 w SP 
Agriculture 38,161 28.8 45,869 32.2 45,146 22.7 
Forestry 162 0,1 181 0,1 229 0,1 


From this table it appears that the value of the total 
exports from 1955 to 1957 was constantly on the increase, but 
at the same time, and at an even faster rate, the value of 
imports also continually increased, this time including imports 
from the agricultural surpluses of the USA and imports from 
tripartite aid — so that the deficit itself continued to increase, 
reaching in 1957 a maximum figure of 79,861 million dinars. 


If we look at the exports and imports in the same table 
according to the most important kinds of products, then we 
see that the value of industrial exports has risen more evenly, 
whereas the value of imports in the same branch has increased 
at a faster tempo, causind rise in the proportion of this branch 
in the total imports. Imports and exports of agricultural pro- 
ducts, as explained before, show an unfavourable balance. The 
table indicates that in the last three years the value of 

8 Statistics of Foreign Trade of FPRY for 1957, p. 3. 
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industrially under-developed country, exported 
ordinary standard, and least of all products of 
ality. Conversely, import consisted more of goods of 
high or medium quality and less of raw materials. In the 
f-war period this situation has changed a good deal, which 
quite understandable in view of the fact that many indu- 
: al companies have been formed in Yugoslavia, which makes 
: possible the complete or just partial use of domestic or imported 
taw materials, and through this creates opportunities for in- 
‘creasing the export of goods of high or medium quality. 

The following table shows the trend of Yugoslav foreign 
trade from this point of view, from 1954 to 1957: 


Composition in %/o of exports and imports according to the 
if quality of the goods 


Bake One Pat PMO Ok te 6 
1954 1955 1956 1957 1954 1955 1956 1957 


goods SE ay.O8 26% 31.6 38.7 41.8.) 45.0. 35.5 


_ Goods of me- 
dium quality 45.8 46.1 42.8 41.5 20.5 18.2 18.9 23.1 
Goods of high 


quality 167 «36.0. 20.5 269 40.8 40.0. 36.1.. 41.4 


In the preceeding table it is noticeable that from 1954 
onwards the export of unfinished goods and goods of medium 
_ quality has continually decreased, whereas the export of goods 

of high quality has increased, which is the result of the 
_ speedy industrial development of the country. At the same 
time a slight increase in the import of goods of medium 
quality is to be observed. It is interesting to notice that the 
import of high quality goods in these years remains on the 
whole on the same lavel, which is mainly the result of the 
increase in the import of basic equipment and finished indu- 
strial goods for wide consumption. 

It is also interesting to note the changes in the composition 
of exports and imports according to the purpose for which the 
goods are intended, which is shown in the following table:10 


‘ . sail 


Composition of exports and imports according to purpose 
of goods in °/o 


Cle ep Oe: FeeE Te 1-2 Pp o---F~ <8 
1954 1955 1956 1957 1954 1955 1956 1957 
goods for 
reproduction 57,) -61,3 54,1 52.8 51.9 51.1 51.0 °51.1 
basic 
equipment Dije PIA - 32 S60 22.2 19,8) 14.0°°18.2 


goods for wide 
consumption 40.2 37.3 42.7 43.6 25.9 29.1 35.0 26.7 


From these data we see, among other things, a gradual 
but continuous growth in exports of basic investment equipment, 
while a large part of the imports if made up of reproductive 
materials and basic equipment. 

From the preceeding facts it appears that the essential 
task for the further development of Yugoslav economy is to 
widen economic relations with foreign countries and simul- 
taneously and finally wipe out the deficit in the foreign trade 
and payment balance. The social plan for the economic deve- 
lopment of Yugoslavia from 1957 to 1961 pays special attention 


9 Idem for 1956, p. 22; Idem 1957, p. 22 
10 Idem for 1956, p. 25; Idem for 1957, p. 24. 
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_ of food products, which up to now panguely overburde 


even more so in anime asian a hh wil 
possible a gradual rise in exports of high quality g 
which will also bring about a noticeable reduction in 


balance of payments. 3 a. oat 

In the fothcoming period the Som positian: of oer 2 
will be changed in such a way that export of raw materials 
will be reduced, as well as agricultural products and. good. 
medium quality, while the export of finished goods will 
increased, especially that of the products of the metal, ship- 
building, coloured-metallurgy, chemical, wood and food indu-— 
stries. This is shown clearly in the following table: _ 


os vie 
1956 1961 i 
percentage 
Raw materials and agricultural products 20.2 15.0 \ 
Semi-finished and finished goods of medium. Re 
quality 50.3 42.0 Beet 
Finished and semi-finished goods of high pe 
quality wags 43. oO oe 


At the same time the composition of import will be oe 
dically changed, with a special increase in the import of — 
equipment, raw materials and semi-finished goods, as well as 
goods for personal consumption, while there will be a sharp | 
reduction in the import of essential food products. The changes 
in the composition of imports are clearly illustrated in the 
following table, which shows the percentage of single products | 
in imports of 1961 in comparison with 1956:;11 


1956 1961 wy 
percentage 
Work equipment 12,4 20,3 © 
Raw materials and semi-finished goods 51.0 60.4 
Essential food products 29.1 8.5 
Other goods for personal consumption 5.8 Tse 
Other categories iy 3.1 
Total 100.0 100.0 


On the basis of the overall and speedy development of — 
Yugoslav economy, anticipated in the new Five Year Plan, 
in the next few years a significant increase in the exchange 
of goods will take place, and indispensable conditions will be 
created to level up the balance of foreign trade and payments 
of our country. 


11 Social Plan for the Economic Development of Yugoslavia 
from 1957—1961 ,poblished by Kultura, Beograd, pp. 
DOs: Bila 
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7 Kolisevekys Interview to the Editors of »Nova Makedonija“ | 
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On October 9-comrade Lazar Koligevski, Secretary of the Central Committee of -the.. League of Comu- 
 s tunists of Macedonia, received the director anda group of editors of .,Nova Makedonija* with we he kad . 
nS ees -q@ longer conversation. On that occasion he answered the questions of that newspaper's editors relating to the | 
71.2 oe situation in Macedonia in 1941 and the struggle of Communists for the victory of the revolutionary line of the 4 

Communist Party of Yugoslavia and the organiz’ng of a mass-scale armed uprising against the fascist occupation 
- authorities. The following are excerpts from comrade Koligevski's answers, a a ty te 


Beno 7 Q. — What was our Party's appraisal of the si- a harmful way in the development of the struggle of our 
———— tuation in Macedonia in 1941 and of the conditions people. and if that interference. were not a component part 
er: : for fighting the occupation authorities? of that period. It is not odly that they had lacked a sense 
gad ~ for the situation in which the Macedonian people had then 
> Answer, — In 1941. the Macedonian people was fully found itself ,and also for the way in which that people con- 
sharing the fate of all other peoples of Yugoslavia. Its po- ceived of its situation, but they rendered the situation even 
sition under the fascist occupation had in no way differed worse by their whole iritervention in Macédonia. 


from the situation in the rest of our country. The partitioning 
of Macedonia was being continued: in the western parts the 
© invaders were building a hotbed of national hatred and mu- 
tual extermination of the Macedonians. and Albanians. The 
part. of Macedonia which had been annexed to Bulgaria was 
to have served to isolate the Macedonian people from the 
rest of our peoples through ilusions about ,liberation“ and 
simultaneously to make more efficacious the pressure upon 
the Bulgarian people toward substituting a concern for 

__,preservation“ of the ,,newly-liberated parts* for concern for 
_ its independence. f ; ra Tere : 


They were specially anxious to impose the idea that the 
general conditions in Macedonia for struggle against’ the 
occupation authorities were essentially different from~ the 
conditions elsewhere in Yugoslavia. Familiar. is. the Letter of 
the Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party 
addressed, in late autumn, 1941, to the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia whereby- the Bulgarian 
leaders earnestly call the attention of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party. of Yugoslavia to that the si- 
tuation in Macedonia cannot be identified with that in other 
parts of the partitioned -Yugoslavia, reputedly because the 
Macedonian masses are not in a mood to fight Bulgarian 


EFFORTS ‘TO KEEP THE MACEDONIAN PEOPLE OUT OF soldiers. The atttude of the Macedonian people toward the 
' THE COMMON STRUGGLE OF THE YUGOSLAV PEOPLES Occupation was qualified by them merely as a discontent : 
: ee asi | with the working of the Bulgarian Communist Party pro- 
The Macedonian people had found itself in one of the nounced a struggle against the Bulgarian army of occupation ; 
worst predicaments in its history. There was real danger that in Macedonia. as ,prospectless* and warned the Central 
it might completely lose its historical perspective as a nation Committee of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia that the 
tending.toward a solution of its problem in its own interests. strivings in. that direction carry the risk of the Party’s iso- : 
The. occupation authorities calculated to develop the hatred lation from the masses, since it will not meet with sufficient 
toward the order in the old Yugoslavia into a fear from the support among them. That is how the Central Committee of _ 
new Yugoslavia, to stifle in advance every thought of a the Bulgarian Communist Party appraised the situation in 
mass resistance by the absence of perrspectives for solving Macedonia in 1941. So, it did not hedge from illusions that 


the Macedonian question. This policy was designed to weaken 
the positions of the People’s Liberation Movement in Mace- 
donia and turn Macedonia into the scene of a fratricidal 
war which would facilitate assimilation and bind the destiny 
of the Macedonian people to the destiny of the fascist Axis 


the national question has been settled, which the Bulgarian 
Occupation was to spread among the Macedonian people. 
but it even propagated them itself, adding to them a policy 
which deprived the struggle of the people against the invaders 
of its national substance. 


at large. 

‘This danger had been sensed by the people with all However, the development of the Uprising in Macedonia 
its being right away, in the first days of the occupation. not only disavowed. that appraisal, but, by the fact that for 
Indeed this explains the complete collapse in Macedonia of the most part it developed as a struggle against the Bulga- 
the invaders’ attempts to organize chauvinist outbursts not rian authorities and the Bulgarian army of occupation, it 
only toward the Serbian settlers, who also were being strang- bared all its harmfulness. For, the Macedonian people could 
led by the former regime of exploitation, but toward - per- not have started on any struggle against German fascism, 
sonnel: from the apparatus of the old Yugoslavia, the tre- either, without its turning forthwith into a virtual war against 
mendous “hatred of the masses against the greater-Serbian the Bulgarian occupation. The Bulgarian army reacted with ~ 
hegemony notwithstanding. With its healthy instinct people reprisals even to the direct actions of Partisans against the 
had sensed where the fanning of such chauvinist excesses German armed forces, which used the railway lines for 
would have led it. There also collapsed the policy of de- transport of troops and armament. It is that army that car- 
ception of the masses with illusions about ,liberation“, which ried on the slaughter of the population and all the offensives 
fact also is the result of the national maturity of the Ma- against the People’s Liberation units during the period from 
cedonian people; this maturity manifested itself both in an 1941 to 1944. In contrast to the prophesying of the Central 
active resistance of the national feeling to assimilation and Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party, the war of 
in an elemental orientation of a huge majority of the working the Macedonian people was truly a war against the Bulga- 
people toward that resistance. which was . represented by rian occupation authorities and army, which were doing the 
Communists and which was the only way out for the Ma- job of policemen for German fascism. And something more 
cedonian people from that trying situation. Hence the rea- for the Macedonian people the war stood not only for the 
diness of the masses for combat and the growth of the Com- liberation of the country from the German invaders, but a 
munists’ influence on the formation of a general attitude settlement of accounts with all Balkan aspirations toward 


toward fascism and occupation. 

The men who then directed the Bulgarian Communist 
Party never could or would understand that mood. Of course, 
I would not discuss that here if they had not interfered in 


Macedonia.. Without a clear perspective in that direction, 
without a resolute struggle against greater-Bulgarian chauvi- 
nism, it would also have been impossible to. move -the widest 
masses of Macedonia to an armed uprising against: the. inva-. 
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admit in their Letter. Behind the differing appraisals there 


actually stood differing aims in relation to the destiny and 
future of the Macedonian people. Hence, too, the significance 


_ ef this question and the clash of two policies for the destiny 


of the Macedonian people. . 
The Central Committee of the Communist Party of Bul- 
garia wrote that document after the Decision of the Comin- 


_ tern from August, 1941. It left the Macedonian party organi- 
_ zation to the complex of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia © 
_ due to ,,force majeure“, yet, as is seen, it did not relinquish 


its efforts to maintain it at the level of its own line in the 
struggle against fascism. So, it continued openly to insist 
_ that the position in Macedonia cannot be assessed, and that 
the Party cannot have tasks set to it in that domain, ,,on 
the basis of the position in other Yugoslav lands“. Of course, 
this was merely designed to keep the Macedonian people out 
of the common ‘struggle of the Yugoslav peoples, to impose 
upon it a path, forms and aims of struggle conforming to 
the opportunistic and inhibitory aspirations of the Bulgarian 
leadership. Considering that that policy spelled a most serious 
danger for the uprising and the future of the Macedonian 
people, the question of its defeating objectively arose as one 
of the political fronts on which Macedonian Communists 
were battling to organize the uprising in Macedonia. 
. So, if there has existed something particularly specific 
in the Macedonian conditions which complicated and handi- 
capped normal development of the struggle of the Macedo- 
nian people in that period, then it is the interference of the 
leadership of the Bulgarian Party against a development of 
the armed uprising in the direction sought by our people. 


Q. — In what way did the organization of the Com- 
munist Party of Yugoslavia carry out its task of orga- 
nizing the people for a mass struggle against the oc- 
cupation authorities? 


Answer. — The history of the Liberating Struggle in 
Macedonia and its results provide the best answer to that 
question. It is Communists that created the first detachments 
and launched an armed action against the occupation autho- 
rities on October 11, 1941. In November of the same year 
there already were 66,000 fighters in the units of the People’s 
Liberation Army and Partisan Detachments of Yugoslavia; 
and at the moment of Germany’s capitulation there were 
110,000 men under arms. Over 24,000 Macedonians were 
killed in action from the combat complement of the People’s 
Liberation Army and Partisan Detachments of Yugoslavia 
alone. 

It was a mass uprising which, upon mobilization of 
fighters, surpassed even what a regular war mobilization 
could have achieved in Macedonia at that period. Under the 
leadership of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia, the Ma- 
cedonian people truly strained all its forces for winning its 
national freedom, for the creation of a socailist community 
of our peoples. 

In view of the historical results given by it, the 11th 
of October and the entire period of the People’s Liberation 
Struggle represents a truly great historical turning-point in 
the Liberation Struggle of the Macedonian people. It is the 
fruit of a far-advanced process of development and maturing 
of the Macedonian nation, of the linking of its liberating 

- efforts with the decisive revolutionary action of the working 
class and the struggle of all our peoples toward the creation 
of a free and independent community of nations of the 
working people. The Macedonian people had at long last 
delimitated itself,as a nationality and a liberating movement 
with ‘its own development and aims, it had. won adequate 
treatment’ of its question among the fundamental progressive 
forces in the Balkans, and through the struggle of the peoples 
of Yugoslavia it had won allies who behaved toward | its 
freedom as to a presumption for their own freedom. In this 
struggle the question of realization of its statehood became 
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In this struggle the Communist Party of Yugoslavia an H 
Macedonian Communists have honourably (discharged tk ‘ 
revolutionary task and their debt to the people. The 11th of — 
October is.the outcome of their efforts to change the condi- 
tion in the party organization of Macedonia which had been 
brought into a difficult situation and incapacitated for strug- — 
gle by the usurpation committed by the Central Committee 
of the Bulgarian Communist Party, with the assistance of 
Metodi Satorov-Sarlo* leadership. That was the condition for the 
development of the uprising and its victory. There remains the _ 
historical fact that the uprising in Macedonia could begin only 
when the organization had freed itself from the influence of the 
Bulgarian Communist Party and turned its face toward the 
people, with a firm course toward realization of the revolu- 
tionary line of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia. Se 
_ The clash between the Communist Party of Bulgaria and 
Macedonian Communists, on one hand, and the Central Com- 
mittee of the Bulgarian Communist Party, on the other, due 
to the arbitrary incorporation of the party organization in 
Macedonia, did not involve a struggle for prestige between 
the leadership of the two parties, mor a controversy about 
same formal technical-organizational reasons and principles, 
about Sarlo’s breach of discipline and so on. Neither did it 
involve a tendency of ,certain“ Macedonian cadres to adhere 
to the Yugoslav Party on account of some ,,Serbophile“ edu- 
cation, as is being explained today by the Bulgarian leaders. 
Indeed far deeper issues, essential issues, were involved. ‘ 

At the time of the old Yugoslavia the Communist Party 
of Yugoslavia had defended uncompromisingly and consistently 
the principles of national freedom and equality, conducting 
a systematic struggle in very deed against national oppres- 
sion and social defranchisement — and for a real community 
of our peoples. Thanks to this it was able to call with a clear 
conscience on our people to launch an armed uprising against 
the invaders, in the name of that new Yougoslavia. In all 
the proclamations from 1941 the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of Yugoslavia addressed itself to our peoples 
with a clear message: your freedom can and must be won 
with your own forces! You must unite to eject the invaders 
from your country with joint forces! The Communist Party 
of Yugoslavia did not let the sorry results of greater-Serbian 
hegemony obscure the only perspective history was offering 
to our peoples. 

In extending its competencies to the party organization 
of Macedonia under the slogan ,One State — One Party“, 
the Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party 
had established the following as its line in Macedonia: to 
keep promoting an uncompromising criticism of the wickedness 
of Hitler’s new order in the Balkans! Liberation of the Ma- 
cedonian people within the borders ,of a mew Yugoslav 
state“ was proclaimed as non-topical, as a slogan ,not cor- 
responding to the actual position in the Balkans“. In the 
opinion of the Central Committee of the Communist Party 
of Bulgaria, the situation in the Balkans was then so unstable 
that one could not even know ,,what kind of states there are 
going to be there“. However, none of this has hampered the 
Bulgarian leaders to declare that the Bulgarian Communist 
Party ,cannot and must not move as some topical question, 


as a direct task, the demand that Macedonia secede from 
Bulgaria...“ 
EFFORTS TO SUPPLANT AN ARMED UPRISING WITH 


OPPORTUNISM 

So, no topical interest did attach either to a restoration 
of Yugoslavia as a factual community of our peoples or to a 
separation of Macedonia from Bulgaria. Why did the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Bulgaria openly hit 
out against the creation of a New Yugoslavia as early as 1941? 
Why did it again attack that Yugoslavia in 1943, resisting 
the decisions of the Anti-fascist Council of People’s Libe- 
ration of Yugoslavia? Obviously there were ulterior motives 
hiding in the background in relation to the Macedonian 
people. 


* Metodi Satorov-Sarlo, member of the CC of the Bulga- 
rian Communist Party sent for Secretary of District Committee 
of Macedonia, where he stayed several months. : 


“with those aspiration there logically went the 


nia with opportunism. Sarlo’s leadership gave the di- 
ve that Communists must on no account arm themselves, 


that the cadres must be preserved at all costs, and the Cen- 
tral Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party launched 
the ,theory“ about differing conditions for struggle in Ma- 


lonia, suggesting small companies of komitadjis charged 
th propaganda work among the population but without 


shooting at the Bulgarian army of occupation. Even after 
October 11, in the beginning of 1942, there came from the 
leadership of the Bulgarian Communist Party, under the guise 
of cooperation, a recommendation“ to Macedonian Com- 
‘munists that they should act so in ,agitation” so as to have 
‘Communists remain in the towns and cause the invaders to 


flee to the forests. The Bulgarian leaders still were appraising 


the situation in the way that an acute revolutionary crisis 
has not yet set in which would politically warrant resolute 
actions by Communists in the direction of an uprising... 


All this may appear inconceivable today, yet it is actual 


history; on all this authentic documents exist which cannot 
be wiped today by any campaign of defamation of the Yugo- 


slav Revolution nor by the familiar boasting of those self- 


same men about the ,revolutionism* of their policy during 
the war period. In such a situation, how could the masses 
have found it hard to orientate themselves toward that side 
_ to which they were elementally being drawn by their vital 


interests? 


On this occasion Macedonian Communists and the masses 
of Macedonia made a decision not according to some sym- 


-pathies of theirs toward the one or the other party, but were 


guided by the interests of the people, on the basis of their 
revolutionary conscience, adhering to that policy which pro- 
moted the struggle of ‘the peoeple. The severance of connec- 
tions with the Central Committee of the Communist Party 
of Yugoslavia, which had been carried out by Sarlo, had 
afforded them sufficient experience, since it deadened the 
organization ,turned opportunist elements loose, demoralized 
certain cadres and led toward the isolation of Communists 
from the masses, which were looking forward to a different 
development of affairs. It became clear to all where all this 
was leading. Because of this, the Party membership and ca- 
dres in Macedonia opposed with all their might Sarlo’s lea- 
dership and the policy of the Central Committee of the Bul- 


_ garian Communist Party. This resistance of theirs was an 


expression not only of a revolutionary consistency in policy, 
but of the pressure of the masses which had understood that 
arms and revolutionary action alone can solve everything in 
such a situation and which waited to be led along that path. 
Today it is clear to everybody that the uprising in Mace- 
donia was saved by this resistance of Macedonian Commu- 
nists, by the successful development of the uprising in other 
parts of Yugoslavia and the efforts of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia and comrade Tito 
personally to put an end to the abnormal condition created 
in Macedonia. This fact is sufficiently illuminated also by the 
very Decision of the Commintern from August, 1941, which, 
it is true, said nothing about the national moment of this 
whole dispute but which unequivocally said that Macedonia 
should remain under the leadership of Yugoslavia, because 
that will convert her into the base of a developed Partisan 
war, considering that up to then such a movement had most 
powerfully developed on Yugoslav territories under the leader- 
ship of the Communist Party of Bulgaria. 


After the dismissal of Sarlo’s leadership, the new Cen- 
tral Committee for Macedonia proceeded to a consolidation 
of the organization in the quickest may. The Party is rein- 
forced only by factual revolutionary action and policy. Con- 
sequently it was immediately proceeded to organizing an 
armed uprising, creating military organs and to preparations 
for putting detachments into the field. This work had syste- 
matized the broken-up ranks, cleansed the organization of 
waverers and opportunists, liquidated demoralization and re- 
sulted in the launching of the uprising. Already the first and 
few detachments became, despite their defeats at the outset, 
and even during 1942, the basic instrument of the further 
mass mobilization of the people, causing the occupation aut- 
horities perceptibly to reinforce their armed forces on the 
territory of Macedonia. By 1942—43 the occupation authori- 
ties already had four complete Bulgarian divisions, two Ger- 
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. the Communist Party of Yugoslavia urged our peo} 


‘to an armed struggle which will assist the Soviet peoples — 


whose just war also was making their liberation possible. But — 
that struggle had to give a clear perspective to our working 4 
class and our peoples as regards their future, for internatio- — 
nalism can only grow out from the ideals and struggle of — 
the people for its own freedom. Fighting for the New Yugo- : 
slavia, fighting for their future, our people were able to de- — 
velop their Revolution in such proportions which simulta- 

neously signified the most efficacious factual assistance to 
the struggle of the peoples of U. S. S. R. as well, that is to ~ 

say, the fullest fulfilment of their internationalist obligations. 


~ 


PEOPLE 


Q. — Our public is conscious of the significance 
of Uprising Day in Macedonia for the Liberating 
Struggle of the Macedonian People in particular and 
the Revolution of our peoples in general. Nevertheless, 
can it be said that the task of history in the sense 
of a full appraisal of the significance of the 11th of 
October has already been concluded through the very 
creation of the People’s Republic of Macedonia within 
the framework of our socialist community? 


»l do not consider that we already have said everything 
there is to say about the place and significance of the 11th 
of October in the Liberating Struggle of the Macedonian and 
other of our peoples. Nor are we in a position to do so. 
Appraisal of the significance of the 11th of October essen- 
tially is not a question of an analysis alone of that period 
which the leading political forces suggest from above to the 
working people, but it is primarily a matter of the own hi- 
storical experience of the masses which is accumulated by 
them over a longer period. The significance of the individual 
crucial events in the history of our peoples is, so to speak, 
only being created and asserted from the historical duration 
itself and the results of development of those social move- 
ments which had been inaugurated by those events. Among 
the widest masses of our people there exists a consciousness 
about the historical victory over the invaders, about the libe- 
ration of their country, about the national recognition and 
establishment of their statehood. But. the historical act of 
creation of the New Yugoslavia, and of the People’s Republic 
of Macedonia within its complex, while terminating a phase 
of the revolutionary struggle of the masses at the same time 
spells the opening of a further development of the achieve- 
ments of the people, that is to say, the very social substance 
of the victory gained. This development inevitably represents 
a new and wider confirmation of the road our peoples had 
taken at the time of the fascist occupation, since it guides 
the movement of national and human relations in our com- 
munity in accordance with the ideals and aims of the whole 
working people and all the nations of Yugoslavia. But it 
means more than that. The difficulties being caused to our 
buildup from the conflict of varying tendencies about the 
problem of the further development of socialism and the re- 
lations between socialist countries also illuminate more and 
more deeply the significance of the armed uprising not only 
for the socialist future of our whole community, but for the 
national existence of our individual peoples. Obviously prac- 
tice will always be adding something new to the experience 
of the masses in the revealing and understanding of the 
deepest sense of the great revolutionary action they had 
launched in 1941 on the invitation of our Party, as well as 


the justifications of those tremendous sacrifices they made 
during the war. 


This year we are celebrating again Uprising Day in the 
presence of a general hue and cry against socialist Yugoslavia 
and, particularly, against the brotherhood and unity of our 
peoples, against the People’s Republic of Macedonia and the 
national existence of the Macedonian people. Our working 
class and our peoples had been creating.the New Yugoslavia 
as their ideal, as the expression of their vital interests, their 
national equality and socialist future, in which they could 
mot even dream that as a socialist country they will find 


and unhindered development even at 
its fundamental socialist achievements, 
_ Howeve ct that this pressure on Yugoslavia has 
ed cs the deep social movement of our Revo- 
on in the direction of developed social relations. Our Re- 
n has perseveringly pursued its course because it was 
‘bred, carried by the own internal forces of the Yugoslav 
rking class and the Yugoslav peoples. It leaned on the 
ggle of the Soviet people but it did not wait for the 
Red Army on its borders, since it developed from the ideal 
of Communists and the working people to assist with all 
their forces the just war of the U. S. S. R. and the defence 
of socialism from the fascist peril. It created its own specific 
forms of development because the Communist Party of Yu- 
goslavia had before it as its fundamental aim the realization 
of the fundamental aspirations of the working masses and 
our peoples, because it creatively approached this task, taking 
strict account of the general and particular conditions under 
which the Revolution had to realize a deep social transfor- 
mation. Hence the boldness of our Revolution to start along 
- new unexplored roads of social development, hence its cou- 
rage and force successfully to resist all difficulties along that 
course. 
4 In this context, the anti-Yugoslav hue and cry lends to 
the armed uprising of the peoples of Yugoslavia, to the mode 
_ in which that uprising had developed, a fresh meaning and 
o significance not only from the point of view of defence of 
_ the essential interests of our peoples in this phase of peaceful 
_ buildup, but from the point of view of the futher development 
of socialism and the relations between socialist countries. 
- Therefore, the 11th of October asserts in this situation, 


on a new level, its essence both as an armed uprising of the 

_ Macedonian people for the liberation of the country and a 
definitive settlement of its national problem and as an act 

of the Yugoslav socialist revolution, which alone could realize 

_ that settlement to the full and lend it substance and guarantee 
it with the buildup and development of socialism. If the Yu- 
goslav peoples, 
had not taken the road of a mass mobilization of all their 
forces in the war and of an independent development of our 
revolution — it is a question on what paths socialism in Yu- 
goslavia would be finding itself today generally and the na- 
tional existence of the Macedonians particularly. 


Q. — What is the present campaign of the lea- 
dership of the Bulgarian Communist Party against the 
national indtviduality of the Macedonian people and 
the People’s Republic of Macedonia leading to? 


Answer. — In view of the fact that, as a socialist Yugo- 
slavia, we have realized the national equality of our peoples, 
buidling that equality into one of the basic presumptions of 
the construction and development of socialism, it is no won- 
der, either, that the attempts to fetter a free movement of 
socialist forces in our country should be ending in actions 
against Yugoslavia as a community of free peoples or-begin- 
ning with various machinations against the brotherhood and 
unity as its base. In this, of course, those forces which have 
also some special calculations of their own are prominent 
in the general hue and cry. The background of the attacks 
by the leadership of Bulgaria today against the Macedonian 
nation and the People’s Republic of Macedonia, against the 
policy of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia in the sol- 
ving of the national question, certainly is to be sought in 
the greater-Bulgarian positions of that leadership on the Ma- 
cedonian question. However, those positions today no lon- 
ger can come down to some narrower issue of the Bulgarian- 
Macedonian relations but they objectively represent an at- 
tack directed against Yugoslavia herself, against all Yugo- 
slav peoples, relying as they do on an action which is exer- 
ting pressure upon our country so it will renounce its path 
and its achievements in the development of socialist social 
relations. 

What is the meaning of the Bulgarian leaders’ tales 
about the ,,Serbicizing“ of Macedonia? Actually, they are 
attacking the fact that there are scientific workers from other 
of our republics working at the University of Skopje, that 
specialists and skilled workers from other parts of the coun- 
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socialism shall manifest itself as a free movement and n 
ing of the working peoples themselves, who, on the basis 
the new social relations and their democratic rights, che 
the place, the conditions and the kind of their employm 
throughout the whole country, without national discriming 


tion. For the rest, it also is in the spirit of socialism that — be 


the more developed republics shall extend assistance to 
last republics to adopt the achievements of science, en 
neering and culture at a quicker rate, making them int 
component element of their national development. = = 
The Bulgarian leaders are suffering from grave illusio 
They overlook the fact that the People’s Liberation Struggl 


of the Macedonian people has been and remains the worst 


blow on and a historical settlement of accounts with greater- — 


Bulgarian chauvinism in general and with its variants in the 


policy of all hitherto leaderships of the Bulgarian Communist — 


Party. In the words of Dimitrov, Bulgaria has experienced 


several national catastrophes because the aspiraticns of the 
leading circles have always drawn it into adventures on the 
side of those international forces which were defeated in 


war. The 11th of October, however, is the final catastrophe 


of Bulgarian avowed ideals. In the earlier ,tragedies* of 


greater-Bulgarian chauvinism, which regularly lost the rival 
battle about Macedonia, the Macedonian people was not the 


deciding factor because its revolutionary movement was too 


weak to resist the plans of different aspirants to its terri- 
tory. This time, though, the Macedonian people, with its 
successful struggle, has definitively disqualified all the plans 
of greater-Bulgarian chauvinism. Consequently there is no 
larger political short-sightedness than when, in the name of 
historically collapsed aspirations, one leads his own people 
to the level of those relations toward neighbouring brotherly 
peoples which the anational greater-Bulgarian bourgeoisie 
could never transcend for narrowly-class reasons. The attack 
against the People’s Republic of Macedonia amounts to so- 
mething more than ordinary anachronism. And not merely 
because, to say the least, it means interference in the in- 
ternal affairs of Yugoslavia, or because in its background it 
conceals pretensions threatening her iintegrity! §t is ridi- 
culous has crowned the efforts of its national movement 
toward a state of its own, overcoming all Balkan obstacles 
along that path. The aspirations for statehood of the Mace- 
donian nation which drove ahead toward recognition and 
freedom have been sufficiently strong and expressed also in 
the period of Deltchev’s VMRO, which ignored the’ Turkish 
State by its ,judiciary* and ,laws“ as the only effective for 
the Macedonians, and by seeking autonomy during the pe- 
riod of the Balkan Wars. However, the leaderships of the 
workers’ movement in Macedonia saw in those aspirations 
only a political opportunist attitude of the ,Macedonian Bul- 
garians“ to possess themselves of autonomy if, due to the ge- 
neral Balkan conditions, they could not incorporate them- 
selves with Bulgaria already. Those leaderships were inca- 
pable of rising above their aspirations toward Macedonia, 
so they could not discern, either, the development of the 
Macedonian national substance behind the tendency for 
autonomy. As a result, even today they are incapable of 
grasping and acknowledging the fact that the battle for Ma- 
cedonia has definitively been lost. 

Today the Bulgarian leaders are attacking the People’s 
Republic of Macedonia because it is reputedly turning into 
a hotbed of hatred toward the Bulgarian people, which hatred 
we ate alleged to be fanning. But that is a distortion of the 
issue. It is they that at two junctures had with their short- 
sighted action been breaking those relations which our brot- 
herly peoples had realized; it is they that. are sowing mi- 
strust among the Macedonian people, which they are insulting, 
negating its language, nationality, state... We never have 
pursued such a course, and never shall. We know that the wide 
masses of the Bulgarian people, the membership of the Bul- 
garian Communist Party and the larger part of its cadres 
cannot be sharing those attitudes toward the Macedonian 
people and toward Yugoslavia with which Ganev and some 
other leaders have been coming out so unscrupulously. 


: The Albanian Charge d’ Affaires in Beograd Rako 

- Naszo was invited to the State Secretariat for Foreign 
a0 Affairs on October 2, 1958 where he was presented 
with the folowing Note on behalf of the Yugoslav Go- 
 vernment: — 


HE STATE SECRETARIAT for Foreign ‘Affairs of the 


Sy he pects to the fecation of the Peoples Republic of Albans 
ae and is Sie NC Ya by its government to make 


ie The Cav errtteae of the Federal People’s Republic of Yue 
slavia expresses its extreme concern to the Government of 
the People’s Republic of Albania owing to the series of anti- 
Yugoslav outbursts in the Albanian press and by the respon- 
“ sible leaders of the People’s Republic of Albania which ob- 
viosly form part of a premeditated campaign of the Albanian 
Government calculated to impair relations between the two 
_ neighbouring countries and to provide arguments for the 
Pesrenen of dissension between the socialist countries. 


rake The Yugoslav Government wishes only to call attention 
to the following on this occasion: in its issue of September 
ete: 9, 1958 the daily ,Bashkimi“ organ of the Democratic front 
of Albania published an article entitled The Nationalist Po- 
 jicy of Yugoslav Revisionists Against the Albanians of Ko- 

sovo, Macedonia and Montenegro“. Apart from containing 

the most brutal insults against the Federal People’s Republic 

of Yugoslavia, its government and peoples, and the ample use 
made of such expressions as ,hangmen“, tyrants“, ,,colo- 
nialists“, ,,sadists“, ,,Tito’s fascist gang“, fascist terror, etc. 
the status of the Albanians in Yugoslavia is falsely represen- 
ted for the purpose of iniciting them against the Yugoslav 
authorities, while the Yugoslav Government is accused of 
pursuing a policy aiming at the extermination of the natio- 
nal groups; it is further alleged that the settlement of the 
national problems was begun by crimes and is continuing in 
the same criminal manner, that the Government of the Fe- 
deral Republic of Yugoslavia is guilty of ,,barbarian persecu- 
tion“, ,cruel deeds“ etc. 


The fact that this article is only part of a broadly con- 
ceived systematic campaign is corroborated also by the nu- 
merous statements by responsible Albanian leaders against the 
Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia and its peoples. The 
Government of the People’s Republic of Yugoslavia only 
wishes to-bring to mind the report submitted by Enver Hoxha 
Presidium member of the National Assembly of the People’s 
Republic of Albania and First Secretary of the Albanian 
Workers Party to the Plenary Session of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Albanian Workers Party held from February 
13—16, 1957 and in connection with which the Yugoslav 
State Secretariat for Foreign Affairs acting upon the instruc- 
tions received from its government delivered a Note of pro- 
test on February 27, 1957 to the Legation of the People’s 
Republic of Albania in Beograd; further the speech by Goga 
Nuszi member of the Politbureau of the Central Committee 
of the Albanian Workers Party and President of the Alba- 
nian Trade Unions held on September 14, ,1958, as well as 
the articles by Enver Hoxha First Secretary of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Workers Party of Albania, and Spiro Kolekha 
member of the Politbureau of the Central Committee of the 
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-goslav campaign by ,Zeri e Populit“ pei of the 
‘Workers Party. As known, this campaign was subs 


the afo 
in substance, tone and. 
es published in March 1952 at t 


condemned by its organizers, having been detrimental 10 
only to Yugoslavia but also to the countries whose leader 
were involved therein. : 


a systematic campaign and specific policy pursued represents — 
an interference in the internal affairs of the Federal Peo- 
ple’s Republic of Yugoslavia and an attack on its integrity, 


as it strives to provoke the hatred of the Albanian people ~ 


against one of its neighbours and impair the relations between 
the Federal People’sRepublic of Yugoslavia and the People’s - 


Republic of Albania. It is likewise obvious that such a po-— 
licy gives rise to tension and unrest in this region. 6 


The Government of the Federal Peoples Republic of Yu- 


goslavia wishes to emphasise that in its relations with other 
countries, it has always been inspired by the principle of 


respecting independence, integrity and equal rights being 
deeply convinced that it is thus best contributing to the cause 
of peace and socialism. It is striving and will continue its 


efforts in this spirit and in accordance with the friendly 


feelings of the Albanian and Yugoslav peoples to build up its 
relations with the People’s Republic of Albania. r 

Therefore the Government of the Federal People’s Re- 
public of Yugoslavia is availing itself of this occasion to call 
the attention of the Government of the People’s Republic of 
Albania to the responsibility it is assuming by the pursuit of 
such a policy and the consequences that may ensue there 
from, while expecting that it will harmonize its policy to- 
wards Yugoslavia in the sense of good Re ( relations 
and peace“. 

After reading the Note the Albanian Chargé d’ Affaires 
stated that he canot accept it as lke does not agree with its 
contents. He persisted in this attitude, even after perusing the 
Note a second time and after being warned that the Note 
fully conforms to the normal usage in international commu- 
nications and protocol, and that by refusing to accept the 
Note he is creating a precedent which will render normal 
contacts between the two governments all the more difficult. 


Note of the Yugoslav Govern- 
ment to the Government 
of Bulgaria 


The pro tem. Chargé d'Affaires at the Bulgarian 
Embassy in Beograd, Tencho Mechkov, was invited to 
the Yugoslav State Secretariat of Fore? ign Affairs on 


October 4, when a Note with the following contents 
was handed him: 


»The State Secretariat of Foreign Affairs of the Fe- 
deral People’s Republic of Yugoslavia expresses its respects 
to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria and, 
on institutions from its Government, makes the following 
communication: 

»On the occasion of the 35th Anniversary celebration 
of the September Uprising in the town of Razlog, on Sep- 
tember 21 this year, the member of the Politburo of the 
Communist Party of Bulgaria, Dimitar Ganev, pronounced a 


ar 
It is obvious that this article in _Bashkimi* as part vs 


as negated and in 


5 goslavia was accused of forcibly im- 
; Serbicized language’ upon the Macedonian popula- 
which, lastly, was promised an early liberation 'from 
verty and the blind-alley into which it has been led by the 
ders of Yugoslavia today.’ 


The attitudes and conceptions toward the People’s Re- 
_ public of Macedonia brought out by Dimitar Ganev have lat- 
ly been appearing more and more frequently in the public 
‘speeches of some responsible leaders of the People’s Republic 
of Bulgaria, such as, for example, the speech of E. Staykov, 
a member of the Politburo, on the occasion of the celebration 
of liberation from Turkish slavery, the coming-out of D. 
Ganev, B. Vaptsarov and other leaders of the Communist 
- Party of Bulgaria at the Seventh Congress of the Communist 
Party of Bulgaria, the speech of the Bulgarian academician 
_ Georgiyev at the Slavonic Congress in Moscow and so on. 
_ Simultaneously comprehensive use is made of the press and 
radio, writings and articles being daily released whose main 
purpose is to fan chauvinist passions among the Bulgarian 
_ people and create a mood for territorial aspirations toward 
the People’s Republic of Macedonia. 


: »Such a policy, expressed in the public comings-out of 

_ Dimitar Ganev and other responsible leaders of the People’s 

Republic of Bulgaria, cannot be conceived and interpreted by 

the Government and people of the Federal People’s Republic 

of Yugoslavia in any other way than as an overt and gross 
interference in their internal affairs and as a hostile act di- 
rected against the integrity of the Federal People’s Republic 
of Yugoslavia and the unity of the Yugoslav peoples. 


»The Government of the Federal People’s Republic of 
Yugoslavia is bound to establish that such comings-out by 
responsible leaders of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria con- 

stitute a component part of a general and more widely con- 
ceived policy toward the People’s Republic of Yugoslavia. 
In this context, the Government of the Federal People’s Re- 
public of Yugoslavia cannot but remind the Government of 
the People’s Republic of Bulgaria of the tragic consequences 
to which a policy of fanning chauvinist passions, national 
hatred and territorial pretensions at the expense of the Ma- 
cedonian people had conduced in the past. 


»The Government of the Federal People’s Republic of 
Yugoslavia underlines the fact that such a policy of the Co- 
vernment of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria is evidently 
incompatible with the official declarations of the Government 
of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria regarding the need of 
maintaining and further developing normal relations between 
the two countries and that it is not contributive to creation of 
mutual confidence and understanding between peoples, but 
that it is provocative of conflicts and fans disputes between 
neighbouring countries, thereby directly harming peace and 
international cooperation in general, and particularly the 
relations between the Balkan peoples. It is comprehensible 
that such a policy of the Government of the People’s Repu- 
blic of Bulgaria is causing deep anxiety and apprehension to 
‘the Government of the Federal People’s Republic of Yugosla- 
via, which has been making constant efforts toward preserva- 
tion of peace and international cooperation. 


The State Secretariat for Foreign Affairs, on instructions 
from its Government, hereby makes an_ energetic protest 
against the stated overt and gross comings-out of responsible 
leaders of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria which constitute 
an attempt at interference in the internal affairs of the Fe- 
deral People’s Republic of Yugoslavia and an attack against 
the unity of the people and the territorial integrity of the 


the national i - 
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Note of the Yugoslav Govert 
ment to the Government 


of Austria 2) ye 


BE 


alee Yugoslav Ambassador in Vienna, Joze Zemljak, cal- 

led on the Austrian State Secretary for Foreign Af- 

fairs, Dr. Kraisky, on October 4 to deliver a Note of the , 
Yugoslav Government protesting against, the happenings in Rite 


Carinthia. In this Note the Yugoslav Government took excep- 


tion to the rescript issued by the President of the Provincial — 
Government, Wedenig, on September 22 and practically abo- — 
lishing ths eystem of bilingual schools in Carinthia and ex- 
pressed the hope that the Austrian Government will prevent 
the rescript’s implementation. a 


In its Note the Government of the Federal People’s Ree ae 
public of Yugoslavia recalled that, as a signatory to the | 
State Treaty from 1955, it is bound to indicate several facts  _ 
in connection with the minority problem. The Note cited 
that the Interim Government of Carinthia had provided, bys an 
its Decree of October 3, 1954, for a bilingual school system — 

on the territory of Southern Carinthia on which 108 schoolsnow 
exist. The validity of this Decree had been confirmed also 
by the Austrian Government, with its interpretation from 
September 11, 1957 according to which the Decree can only — 
be amended by the law, on the basis of the Austrian Con-_ 
stitution. Bie 


In the opinion of the minority, the Note continued, this 
Decree on principle represents a fairly favourable solution of 
the relations in schooling in Carinthia between both the ethnic 
groups, although the Austrian authorities have never com- 
pletely put it into effect. In the opinion of the Austrian 
ruling factors, the Decree had provided a satisfactory solu- 
tion of the problem of minority schooling. Thus, by its De- 
cision of November 9, 1945, the Provincial Government had 
officially pronounced such an organization of schooling to 
be a reparation of the injustices that had been inflicted on 
Carinthian Slovenians. On January 29, 1947 the Provincial 
Assembly of Carinthia unanimously confirmed the validity of 
the Decree on the establishment of bilingual schools. fe, 


At the consultation of school inspectors and the repre- 
sentatives of Carinthian Slovenes regarding the condition in 
bilingual schools, which the Carinthian Government called 
on October 6, 1953, the utility and serviceableness of the 
principle of bili)ngual schools was reaffirmed. At the Con- 
gress of the Socialist Party, held in Klagenfurt on May 16, 
1955, the chief of the Provincial Government stated, inter 
alia, that supernationalistic groups, too, have welcomed the 
Decree on the new school organization because it was the 
only possible one. 

The Note then recalled that the leading Austrian states- 
men, too, had been citing this Decree, on the occasion of the 
discussions about the State Treaty, as evidence of a positive 
settlement of the question of schooling for the minority. Thus, 
as long ago as April 28, 1948. Dr. Karl Gruber, the Austrian 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, stated in London: »Austria has 
granted to the Carinthian Slovenians the possibility for their 
own cultural development. The model organization of bilin- 
gual school enjoins the German-speaking population to learn 
the Slovenian language, so that a wider understanding may 
be made possible in the Province in that language.“ Like- 


‘Tt wa Geaelce papa in the Nokes een on as basis of 
j ents and attitudes of the official Austrian repre- 
atives, the Yugoslav Government had expected the Au- 
sovernment to proceed to implementation of Article 7 
tate Treaty, pursuant to the democratic principles 
which became manifest already in the Decree on schooling 
Rien October 3, 1945. By this Treaty Austria had undertaken 
permite democratic obligations toward the minority, 


the Treaty. However, with the eid rescript the pee 
rr Government deviates from those obligations since the rescript 
completely changes the past schooling system in Carinthia, 
"sensibly and essentially minimizing the hitherto rights of the 
"Slovenian minority in the domain of schooling and treating 
the Slovenian language as a foreign language in Carinthia. 
This is evidently imcompatible with Article 7 of the State 
Treaty which, of course, did not tend to minimize the already 
existing rights of the minorities but further to develop them 
in a democratic direction. 


: In the same Note the Yugoslav Government expresses the 

- opinion that the stated rescript places the Slovenian mino- 
rity into an even more unequal position, which is absolutely 
- bound to create an atmosphere of misunderstanding and tense 
relations between both ethnic groups of the population. 


_ Such a circular being issued just at the time when Yu- 
-goslav—Austrian negotiations were going on at the level of 
- governmental delegations on a series of open bilateral quest- 
ions, including also the question of implementation of Ar- 
ticle 7 of the State Treaty, and when certain results already 
were discernible regarding a continued auspicious develop- 
ment of relations and cooperation between the two neighbour- 
ing counties, represents an all the more unexpected blow 
on the efforts made thus far. 


In conclusion, the Note stressed that, for all these 
reasons, the Yugoslav Government is making a resolute pro- 
test against that rescript and that it expects the Austrian 
authorities to prevent its putting ino effect. The Yugoslav 
Government considers that the position which would be 
created by implementing that rescript, which is incompatible 
with Article 7 of the State Treaty relating to the question 
of schooling and which also is prejudical to the implemen- 
tation of the remaining decrees on the protection of minori- 
ties, would constitute a constant handicap on the Yugoslav— 
Austrian relations, which is in the interests neither of Austria 
nor Yugoslavia. 


Meetings and Talks 


EYGI AMO AND MASSANOSUKE UKEDA IN BEO- 
GRAD. — Mr. Eygi Amo the distinguished Japanese civic leader 
and Vice President of the World Federation of United Nations 
Associations arrived on a two day visit to Beograd on Sep- 
tember 30. 


Mr. Massanosuke Ukeda, Member of the Japanese Par- 
liament and prominent member of the leadership of the ruling 
Liberal-Democratic Party arrived in Beograd on October 7 
where he will spend four days. Both Japanese functionaries 
will hold talks in Beograd with the Yugoslav political person- 
nalities and civic leaders. 
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: lagement. : . Sete ide Ge : . ok : 
|THE YUGOSLAV DELEGATION AT THE | 

“SION. — The tenth session of the UNESCO | 
rence was held from October 4 to December 5 in | P. 
session is attended also by the Yugoslav delegation 


Commision for UNESCO. The other delegation members 

Dr. Sini§a Stankovié and Dr. Milos Zanko. The agenda oki 
session covers the study of the Report of the Director Ge 
on UNESCO activities and the draft programme and budge y 
for the next two year period. ‘. 


FUNCTIONARIES OF U. N. TECHNICAL ASSISTAN ak 
IN BEOGRAD. — Messrs. Lukir and Daniel, U. N. Technical 
Assistance officials arrived in Beograd where they will exa- 
mine the fulfilment and further development of the U. N. 
Technical Assistance programme to Yugoslavia with the Yu-— 
goslav experts. : 
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